Control adoptees
4/285 = 1.4%
2/133 = 1.5%
B    Psychopathy in Parents
Biological Parents
Adoptive Parents
Psychopathic adoptees Control adoptees
5/111 = 4.5% 1/113 = 0.9%
1/111 = 0.9% 0/114 = 0%
C    Psychopathy in Fathers
Biological Fathers
Adoptive Fathers
Psychopatic adoptees Control adoptees
5/54 = 9.3% 1/56 = 1.8%
1/54 = 1.9% 0/57 = 0%
SOURCE: Table adapted from Schulsinger (1972).
almost all cases, none at all. Table 3A indicates that the weight of the registered criminality in the fathers is in the cell of the biological fathers of the criminal adoptees. Again, we have evidence that genetic factors play some partial role in the etiology of registered criminality.
Table 3B presents this information in a different form, one analogous to the cross-fostering paradigm. As can be seen in the lower right-hand entry, if neither the biological nor the adoptive father is criminal, 10.5 per-cer.t of their sons are criminal. If the biological father is not criminal but the adoptive father is criminal, this figure rises to only 11.5 percent. But, as is illustrated in the lower left-hand entry, if the biological father is criminal and the adoptive father is not criminal, 22 percent of the sons are criminal. The genetic influence is highly significant, and the direction and extent of the differences are clear. This seems to suggest that an assumption of partial genetic etiology may not be totally inaccurate. Note that in this table the influence of the adoptive father's criminality is only statistically significant (36.2 percent versus 22 percent) in those sons with criminal biological fathers.
We have now extended this study to include all of the 14,300 adoptionsably did not play a very important role in this relationship. The existence of some heritable factor seems the most reasonable interpretation.
